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their logical ally. "The Arab world . . . emerged in Soviet eyes
as the great progressive force in the Middle EastV8 and Soviet
interests in the Middle East by 1955 coincided with the policies
of a number of Arab countries in that region.
However, Soviet Union's relations with Egypt did not always
run smoothly despite the aid given by her and the rapidly ex-
panding trade between the two countries.*59 While welcoming So-
viet arms and Soviet aid, Nasser had his misgivings about com-
munist activities in certain countries in the Middle East and, in
1959, he took steps to curb the propaganda activities of the So-
viet mission in Cairo. At the same time he invigorated his drive
to extirpate local communist influence within he UAR. He lashed
out in particular against the Syrian communists and also ordered
wide scale arrests of communists throughout the UAR. The anti-
communist nature of UAR's internal policy led Khrushchev to
remark that Nasser was making a great mistake in trying to sup-
press ''progressive and democratic forces*'. He termed Nasser's
manifestations of anti-communism "a reactionary affair",00 and
warned that this policy would not bring him victory. Nasser re-
torted sharply on 17 March 1959, declaring that:
Mr. Khrushchev's defence of communists in our country is
unacceptable to the Arab people.   We do not interefere in the
r, USSR and Middle East, 4n., p. 156.
5» Egyptian trade with the USSR increased four-fold between 1954 and
1958, and, combined with the trade with Eastern Europe, it amounted to
about 35 per cent of Egypt's total foreign trade. Leo Tansky, UJS, and
U.S.SJR.. Aid to Developing Countries: A Comparative Study of India,
Turkey and the UAR, New York, 1967, p. 150.
60 Khrushchev, however, made it clear that although there were ideolo-
gical differences with the UAR, uin questions connected with the struggle
against imperialism", their views coincided. Mizan, vol. 10, no. 6,
November-December, 1968, p. 220.
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